Promotion of Research on Deafness SIR,-I wonder whether, on behalf of t-he "eleven signatories," I might reply to both Sir George Godber and Dr. I. K. Scott (8 September, p. 540).
We are all grateful to Sir George for his promise to meet representatives of this group of doctors and scientists working in the field of hearing disorders and for his reassurance that "the Department cannot be committed to everything contained in Dr. Rawson's report."
The observations made in the first paragraph of Dr. Scott's letter are not points at issue. Indeed, as anyone who has worked in this field for any length of time would indicate, the letter could have been quoting verbatim fron utterances of any of the "eleven," who, moreover, representing various disciplines have not only advocated but do actually pursue this multidisciplinary approach. Thus Dr. Scott is in error in implying that the "eleven" did not welcome such an approach. They are also most appreciative of this recent interest of the D.H.S.S.
With reference to the critical contents of the letter, it is axiomatic that destructive comments must precede constructive comments. Had Dr. Scott continued to read our letter he would have noted that we did indeed advocate, as a constructive comment, that "it would be much more sensible to build up existing centres, especially those where a multidisciplinary research team already exists."
A suggestion that some of the errors might be of little consequence is clearly not acceptable in the light of the two centuries' combined experience of the "eleven."
It is illogical to infer that a "profound understanding of the problems of the deaf' necessarily implies a profound unders,tanding of the problems of research into deafness. In any case, had Dr. Scott followed the recent correspondence in Hearing, he would have noted that the personal sentiments of the author of the report are not shared by others. Moreover, the tone of the report contrasts strongly with that of a contemporary publication (7ourney into Silence by Jack Ashley, M.P.).
Finally, Dr. Scott refers to the letter "signed by eleven memibers of various departments of audiology... ." Unfortunately, their addresses had -been deleted before publication. Had he been conversant with this field, he would have realized that the signatories were fron a wide range of disciplines and also represented departments of education, otolaryngology, and social and occupational medicine. This point is important since the message that the letter was seeking to convey was that the D.H.S.S.'s report
